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ABSTHACT 

The SouthMest Evaluation and Research Division 
conducted a survey of 165 purchasers of bilingual instructional 
materials produced by SEDL to determine which information channels 
predominate in the curriculum adoption^decision process. The findings 
of this survey may be useful in the selection of the most efficient 
ways to communicate information to educators about new instructional 
products and practices. A survey form was distributed which asked the 
purchasers to indicate the followingi (1) how they first became aware 
of the SEDL bilingual instructional materials; (2) other sources by 
which they obtained information; (3) what single information source 
was most influential; (4) the degree of their personal involvement in 
this decision^ (5) others within their school district or agency who 
participated in the decision making; (6) availability for further 
survey inf ormation^gathering assistance; (7) current use of the 
purchased SEDL materials in the classroom; (8) general comments 
regarding the purchase of the materials- Results and discussion with 
respect to each of the eight issues are reviewed in turn* The major 
conclusions were: {1) adopters most often obtain initial information 
about new instructional products from personal information sources; 
(2) few purchasers based their adoption-decision on the single 
initial product information source; (3) the most influential factors 
were observation of the products in use and personal communication 
with SEDL personnel; and (tt) decisions are most often group 
decisions. (Author/CPH) 
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INTRODUCTION 

Potential adopters of curriculum products may obtain Information 
regarding the availability and usefulness of new materials froin a number 
of sources* Under a grant from the National Institute for Education, 
the BEDL Evaluation and Research Division conducted a survey of purchasers 
of bilingual instructional materials produced by SEDL to datarmina which 
information channels predominate in the curriculum adoption=declsion process. 
The findings of this survey may be useful In selection of the most efficient 
ways to communicate information to educators about new Instructional products 
and practices. 

In May of 1976, a list was compiled of all institutions In South TeKas 
(Zip Codes 787"), California, and Illinois that had purchased SEDL bilingual 
Instructional materials. These geoiraphic areas had bean identified as 
having the largest populations of young native Spanish speakers In the country. 
A survey form was developed and distributed which asked a sample of 165 
identified purchasers to indicate the following: 

1. How they first became aware of the bilingual instructional ■materials 
developed by SEDL. 

2. Other sources by which they obtained information reiardlng SEDL 
bilingual materials prior to the purchase of the materials by their school 
or agency. 

3. What single information source was most influential in the decision to 
purchase S^L bilingual materials. 

4. The degree of their personal involvement In the decision to purchase SEDL 
bilingual materials. 

5. Others within their school district or agency who participated in the 
decision to purchase SEDL bilingual instructional materials. 

6. Availability for further survey information gathering assistance. 

7. Current use of the purchased SEDL materials iv. the classroom. 

8. General comments regarding the purchase of the SEDL materials. 



ERIC 



A Copy of both the survey form and its accompanying cover letter are attached 

Fifty-nine replies (36%) were received. Of these, two raspondents 
stated that they had not iubsequently purGhased SEDL materials and were 
eliminated from the sample. The 57 replies remaining are categorized 
by type of institution (school district, elementary school, or coBmunity 
agency) and geographic location (Texas, California, or Illlnole) in the 
following chart: 



School 
District 



Elementary 
School 



Conmiunity 
Agency 



TOTALS 



Texae 
(90) 



28 



2^ 



33 



California 
(43) 



12 



15 



Illinois 
(32) 



1* 



(Numbers In parenthesis indicate number of surveys sent,) 



Total 
(165) 



46 



57+ 



^Wesley Conrounlty Center, San Antonio, TX. 
Texas Migrant Council, Laredo, TX* 
S, Bilingual Center, Chicago, ILL* 



+does not include 2 replies 
who had not purchased 
materials 



Results and discussion with respect to each of the eight issues 
Identified above will be reviewed in turn. Given the small sample size 
for TOany of the categories, data are reported by geographic location 
and total sample only. Summarisation follows. 



SURVEY FINDINGS 

1, How pu r^'h^a^ya firmtL became aware of t he btl lngit^T InB truqtiQaaLffl^tfi^lals 
developed by SEPL. 

Thirteen possible Information Sources were listed for the purchasers 
and they were asked to indicate which one (a) corresponded to how they fixsJ 
became aware of the bilingual Instructional materials developed by SEDL, 
The table below Indicates the Information Sources listed and summarizes 
the replies received. 



INFORMATION 
SOURCE 


TEXAS 


CALIFOINIA 


ILLINOIS 


TOTAL 


A - professional journals 
newsletter* or other periodical 


3 




1 


4 


B - educational product catalogue 
or clearinghouse 










C - receipt of 
mailed brochure 








2 


D product eKhlbit at 
convention or conference 


5 




1 


6 


E product demonstration 
at workshop 


3 


4 




7 


F ^ visit to school in which 
materials are used 


3 


1 


1 


5 


G = state or federal education 
agency personnel 


?, 


1 


2 


5 


H - college or university 

class - 


2 


1 




3 


I - BEDL staff member 


3 


3 




6 


J - consul want to your 
school or ageur.v 


3 


3 




6 


K person affiliated with 
another school or agency 


2** 




2 


4 


L - person within your school 
or agency 


5 


5 


2 


12 


M - other source of information 


3* 






3 





*l^AdviBors to Textbook Coiranittee of Texas 
*1--As an evaluator of SEDL materials 
*l-*Had BOLaR in migrant program when respondent 
joined bilingual project staff 
**l-'Education Service Center Migrant personnel 
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For Texas, D-product exhibit at convention or GOnfereriGe (N^5) and 
L-persons within your school or agency <N*5) were most often the Initial 
information source about SEDL materials, California respondents also 
most often became acquainted with the materials through L-p era on within 
your school or agency (N^5) ; E-product demonstration at workshop (N^4) 
was ranked second. L-parson within your school or agency CN^2) * K-pergon 
affiliated with another school or agency (N^2) , and G-state or federal 
education agency personnel (N^2) were most often the initial information 



source in Illinois* 

For the sample as a whole ^ L-person within your school or a fiency (N^12) 
was clearly most often the initial Information source about SEDL 
materials* No purchaser indicated B-educational product cat alogue or 
clearinghouse (N^O) as an initial information source. Respondents from 
Texas indicated the widest range of information sources contacted (Texas=14, 
California-?, Illlnols-6) | however, this may be credited to the greater 
number of Texas respondents. Final rank order of initial Information sources 
for the total sample follows i 
Information Source 

L - person within your school or agency 
E product demonstration at workshop 
D - product exhibit at convention or conference 

I - SEDL staff member 

J - consultant to your school or agency 
F visit to school In which materials are used 
G - state or (ederal education agency personnel 
A " professional journal , newsletter , or other periodical 
K - person affiliated with another school or agency 

II - college or university class 
M - other source of information 
C receipt of mailed brochure* 

B - educational product catalogue or clearinghouse 



12 
7 
6 
6 
6 
5 
5 
4 
4 
3 
3 
2 
0 



4 

6 



2. Other Info rmati on sQurces by which purchasers Qbtaln ed information 
^eeardl^SED L bil ingual materials prior to the purchase of th a materials 
by their school or asency. 

Using the same list of 13 possible Information Sources ^ purchasers 
were asked to indicate which Dne(B) corresponded to. those other Informatj 
sources contacted prior to the purchase of the materials. The following tabl€ 
simmiarizea those results. 



:ion 



INFORMATION 
SOURGl 


TEXAS 


CALIFORNIA 


ILLINOIS 


TOTAL 


A - professional joumal^ 
n^wQletter. or other periodical 


2 






2 


B - educational product catalogue 
f» 1 R A r 1 Ti&Viou^e 

u x> ^^ ^c^d ^ ^ w0 


4 


2 


1 


7 


C - receipt of 
mailed brochure 


8 


1 


1 


10 


D product exhibit at 
rrin^pntlon or conference 


12 


2 


1 


15 


E - product demonstration 
^t" tjnrlcRhon 


7 


3 


2 


12 


F - visit to school in which 
materials are used 


6 


3 


2 


11 


G - state or federal education 
agency personnel 


4 


1 


1 


6 


H - coilege or university 
class 


1 






1 


I - SEDL staff membar 


9 


5 


2 


16 


J - consultant to your 
school or agency 


10 


1 


1 


12 


K - person affiliated with 
another school or agency 


2 


3 




5 


L - person within, your school 




3 


1 


8 


or agency 

M - other source of information 
(Please specify) 


1* 






1 




None 


1 






1 


No 

Answer _ — 




1 




1 1 



*Visit to SEDL in Austin 
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TeKans listed D-pyoduct axhlblt at convention or conference (Nb12) 
and Jrconsultant to your school or agency (N«10) aa the two most often 
contacted other infonnation sources, Calif orniana listed I-SEDL staff mem- 
bar (N^S) as their most frequently cQntacted additional Information source. 
E-product demonstration at workshop CN^2) , F-vlslt to school In which 
m aterials are used CN*2) , and I-SEDL staff member (N^2) were most often 
additional information sources for Illinois purchasers. 

For the sample as a whole, a total of 103 other contacts were indicated. 
I-SEDL staff member (N^16) and D-product exhibit at convention or conference 
(N-15) were clearly the most relied upon other sources of information about 
the materials. A-prof esslonal lournal, newsletter, or other periodical CN^2) 
and H-college or university class, CN^l) were the least often used additional 
information sources, Texas respondents utilized proportionately more other 
information resources in making their decision to purchase materials than 
did those from California or Illinois (Texas averaged 2.1 other information 
sources contacted^ California averaged 1.6, Illinois averaged 1.3); 
buts again, this may be attributed to the larger Texas sample size. Final 
ranking for the total sample with respect to other information sources 
contacted are as follows: 

Information Sources il 
I » SEDL staff member 

D - product exhibit at convention or conference 15 
E = product demonstration at workshop 12 
J - consultant to your school or agency 12 
F - visit to school In which materials are used H 
C - receipt of mailed brochure 1^ 
L - person within your school or agency 8 
B - educational product or catalogue or clearinghouse 7 
G - state or federal education agency personnel 6 
K - person affiliated with another school or agency 5 
A » professional Journal, newsletter, or other periodical 2 
H - college or university class 1 
'm - other source of Information 1 

'.'-^ , 8 

6 



ERIC 



mat s ^'prIp iTifnrmation sour ce DUrchaSRrs f^lt was ino$t_lnflu^tlftl 
In the dp ^-r^^nrt t-n buy REDL bilingual materials. 

Again choosing from the 13 Inf orination Sources listed on the survey, 

purchasers were asked to select the single information source that was 

the most influential in the decision to buy the SEDL bilingual materials. 

The table below sunmari^es these results. 



INFOl^TION 
SOURCE 



A - professional journal, 
newsletter, or other periodical 



B - educational product catalogue 

or clearinghouse _ 

C - receipt of mailed 
brochure 



D - product eKhlbit at 
ronventton or conference 



E ^ product demonstration 
at workshop 



F - visit to school in 
which materials are used 



G - state or federal education 
agency pars onne l 



H college or university 
class ^ • 



I ^ SEDL staff member 



J - consultant to your 
school or agency 
k - person affiliated with 
another school or agency 



L - person within your 
school or agency 

M " other source of information 



(Please 'specify)^ 



No 

Answer 



TEXAS* 



4^* 



CALIFORNIA 



1+ 



^*1--Fleld Testing 

^^1-Reconuneided by a teacher who had used it* 
**tHad used BOLaR in migrant program when 

respondent joined bilingual program* 
^^1- Advisors to textbook conmlttee of TeKas 



ILLINOIS 



TOTAL 



*1 respondent made two replies 
+ '-Only one we knew about*" 
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E-product demonstration at workshop CN*4)j F-vlsit to school In 
vhich materials are used (N^4) , and L-peraon within your school or agency 
fN^4) were rated as most influontial by Texas respondents* I-SEDL staff 
member (N^4) and F-vlsit to school in which materials are used_ (N^S) were 
rated most influential by purchasers from California and XlllnoiSj respectively 

Overall j F-visit to school in which materials are used CN^8) and 
I-SEDL staff memher (N^S) were rated most influential. The separation between 
these and the next several Information sources is by such a small number ^ 
however, that the final ranking itself provides the clearest picture of 
respondent opinion* Generally it could he stated that those information 
sources which were associated with personal contact or actual use and/or 
demonstration of the materials (D, E. F, G, I, J, K, L, M) were deemed 
more Influential than more formal, impersonal, professional routes 
(A, Gs B)* Final rankings of the information sources with respect to 
their influence on the decision to buy materials are as follows: 



Information Source 



N 



F visit to school in which materials are used 8 

I SEDL staff member 8 

E - product demonstration at workshop 7 

L = person within your school or agency 7, 

K - person affiliated with school or agency 6 

G - state or federal education agency personnel 5 

M ^ other source of Information ' 5 

D ^ product exhibit at convention or conference 4 

J " consultant to your school or agency 4 

A - professional journal , newsletter or other 1 
periodical 

C - receipt of mailed brochure 1 

H « college or university class 1 
B - educational product catalogue or clearinghouse 0 
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Degree of Involv ^^^n*- ^"^^ ^gn|^inn to purGhase the SEDL blllnguai 
inaterials * 

Respondents were given four alternatives by which they could indicate their 
involvement in the decision to purchase the SEDL bilingual materials. These 
alternatives and their associated responses are given in the following table. 



' DECISION PROCESS 
ALTERNATIVES 


Texas 


California 


Illinois 


Total 


' It was my decision 
to purchase the 
matarlals * 


7 


4 


3 

i 


14 


Bp 1 participated in a 
group decision to 
purchase the materials* 


16 


5 


3 


24 


C, I provided a recom- 
mendation regarding the 
purchase^ but the final 
decision was made by someone else* 


5 


3 


1 


9 


D\ 1 did not participate 
in the decision to purchase 
the inaterials* 


5 


2 


2 


9 


No Answer 




1 




1 



Totals for the group as a whole correspand to those for each state i 
participation in group decisions to purchase the materials was reported 
most often (N^24) , Since most of the respondents were either school 
principals or program directors, many (14) reported that they were the sole 
decision-makers regarding the purchase* Provision of a recomendation and 
nonpar ticlpatlon in the decision-making process occurred least and with 
approKimately the sams frequency* 
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5, Othera who participat ed in t|ie deciglon to purchase SEDL bilingual 
Instrjictlonal materials * 

Those respondents who Indicated that they were not the sole decision^ 

makers regarding the purchase of the BEDL raaterials were asked to identify 

one or two others who participated in the decision-makinf process* These 

people were identified by job title and the resulting tally is given below. 



Position 




California 


Illinois 


Total 


Board of TrustiBes mmber 


1 






. 1 . . 


District Superintendent 


3 


2 




5 


Assistant District 
Sup er In t e nd en t 


1 






1 


Asslatant Superintendent'- 
Curriculum 






1 


1 


Federal Programs Director 


3 


1 




4 


Title VII Director 




2 




2 


Follow Through/Heads tart 
Director 


2 


1 




3 


Bilingual Program Director/ 
Coordinator 


3 




4 


7 


Elementary Education Director 




1 




1 


Media Director 


1 






I .. 


School Prinicpal 


5 


1 


2 


8 


Bilingual/Spanish Reading 
Specialist 


1 


1 


s 


2 


Currieulura Director/Specialist/ 
Writer/Consultant 








5 


Supervisor /Team leader/Teacher 
Consultant 


4 


1 




5 


Teacher (s) 

_ _^ , - - .__ 


7 


. 2 


.4 


, .13. 
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: Teachers (N=7) , currlculmn staff (Ns5) , and school principals (N=5) 
were more often listed as others participating in the decision-making 
process In Texas. In California, district superintendents CN»2) , Title VII 
Directors (N=2) , and teachers (N=2) were most often Included. Illinois 
purchasers more often reported bilingual program directors/coordinators 
(N^4) and teachers (N^4) involved in the deQislon to buy the materials. 
Texas had the widest range of personnel involved (TeKas-12 position titles * 
California-9, lllinois-4). Illinois, however , averaged the most 
individuale involved in the decision-making process (Illinois=l. 22 persons 
involved in the decislon--making process, TeKas--l-09, Calif ornia-^. 80) • 
For the total sample, teachers (N^13) were most often named as 
participants in the decision-making process. School principals (N^8) and 
bilingual program directors/coordinators <N-7) were listed next in 
participation frequency. It could generally be concluded, therefore, that most 
group decisions involved some conibinatlbn of these three types of personnel* ' 
In considering this listing of decision-makers, however, it must be 
remembered that the respondents generally did not Include themselves and 
they were primarily bilingual program directors and elementary school 
principals I so, the relative fanklngs of participation for these three 
groups may be inaccurate. District superintendents (5), curriculum staff 

and supervisory staff CN=5) also played a consistent role in the 
declsion-inaking process. As an overview, final rankings by position for 
the total sample are now listed. 
Position 



N 



Teachers 

School Principals ■ ° 

Bilingual Program Directors/Coordinators 7 

District Superintendent ^ 

Curriculum Dlrectors/Speclallst/Wrlter/Consultant 5 

SupervlBor/Teao Leader/Teacher Consultant 5 

11 
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Position 



N 



Federal Programs Director 4 

Follow Through/Heads tart Director 3 

Title VII Director 2 

Bilingual/Spanish Reading Specialist 2 

Board of T.ruatees Member 1 

Assistant District Superintendent 1 

Assistant Superintendent-Currlculim ' 1 

Elementary Education Director 1 

Media Director ^ 

6. Availability for further survey Information gatheri ng assistance. 

Purchasers were asked If they would agree to provide additional assistance 
to SEDL by responding to several other questions via a short telephone 
conversation. Fifty-eight percent of the respondents (20=Texas, 7-Call£ornla, 
6-Illlnois, 33-Total) replied that they would be willing to provide such 
assistance and indicated how they could most conveniently be contacted. 

7. Current use of the purchased SEDL materials in the classroom. 

TO the question. "Are you currently using the purchased SEDL materials 
In the classroom?" 52 respondents C92X) replied "yes and five 
replied "no." Three of those responding "no" indicated that the materials 
were just arriving for use In the Fall of 1976 and had not yet been Implemented 
In the classroom. Another such respondent noted that the materials were 
"purchased as a general Information to see how we might develop a similar 
item for grades 4-8." The last respondent stated, "I used the SEDL 
curriculum with the kindergarteners and it worked well— steps easy to follow. 
Except--! didn't have the equipment to. do a lot of the activities asked for— 
substitutions were done a lot." 

Those with affirmative answers were asked to indicate the materials used, 
grade level, and number of classes using the material, Results are 
tabulated on the next page. 
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# RESPONDENTS INDICATING MATL. USE/// CLASSES 
USING MTERIAL 












Early Childhood 1 


5/31 


1/1 


t/^ • 
if J 


3/ JJ. 


V--.!,, rk4 1 rlfirtftH" TT 

£,nrxy Lni-Lonoou ll 


if if 




j/ J 






o/ Ji 




i/1 




Lsrly LniluilOOQ A i. 


£/i£ 


- 




0/19 


larly Chiidhood lii 






j/ J 


T/^r 

J/4 


Bilingual Kindergarten 




0/ 


J/ H 


dDf XUU 


Oral Language 


1/i 








Math PrograD 




J./ £.Q 




i/ 


IsC Grade , 
Bolar 


1 ^ /hi 


1/^ 






Lang* bev^ ^ R^aSitig 


1/5 


1/^ 




'i/V — ^ 


bociaj. £iuuc3tiLon 


t J 
Al I 


■J /-i^ 

J/li 




. — ■E'/'in — 

j/iy 


slilnguax &j.nciergarteu 


1/1 


i/i 






Oral Lang • ""Eipresion Qral 




i/3 




3/47 


Follow Through Adaptations 




i/2 — 




i/2 


Readlhg Series 


I in — 
1/ ^ 






XI I 


Spanish Reading 




1/ J 




\ tl 

XI J 


Iformas Soelales 




i/ J 




-\ 1 1 

XI i 


Ural s Keaai-ng ^^panj.sn^ 




'J /y — — 

4/a 






Basic bKliis 




A/ / 




XI / 


2nd Grade 
Bolar 




X/ d 




A J/ 00 


txpreglon urai 








J/ H / 


Social Education 




J/ 11 




jI XQ 


Lang. Dev* & Keading 


1/i 


i/i 




2/'/ 


Reading Series 


1/2 






1/2 


FblTow Through Adaptations 




i/ 4 




1 /■; ^ 

■ X/ z 


Spanish Reading 


— 






i/ J 


Normas Soclalee 




Xf J 




1 > 4 

X/ J 


Oral & ReaQing ^bpaiiiBn^ 




^ •Jit/ 

^/ / 




— V /V" 


sasic bkilis 




A/ O 




A/ V 


3rd Grade 
Bolar 








B/34 


Lang^ Dev« « Keaoing 


1/ 5 


-t/ ^ 




^/ ' 


Social Educarion 


1/3 






^Alb 


Follow Through Aciapcations 








1/2 


Epanish Reading 




i/J 




-^73 


Noraas boclaies 




~ — 1 /'J 




i/ J 


dral Language 




1/i 




1/J ' 


Oral Language & reading i&pn/j 




*/ # 




y /ly 
^/ / 


Basic bRliiS 




i/b 




— ITB ■ 


Other 

Grades K-6 Eng» roatls* used by ESL aides 
in pull"Out progranis 










Orades K«b Ural lang/Uev** Lectures, 

Keauef s p writtsii BA^ieso^w*! 




1/1# 






trades tC-^a in coord, w/o Cher mac is. lor 
non. Engl* & limited Bm 




- I/IU 






Tirades 1-b SEJJL matrs, used as migtfinc 
resource* 










t tfrade i Liectura y &suu^i^b, i « 

E'vni'AB^ Ht's 11/^9* Tipf tufa a 
Base da Experlenciaa ; Lectura y 
Eseritura Cuaderno 2^ Goinposition 

ucs^ y £«afefe±ws 


til 








rnn^h R^dd^ra, v^srK Bookie MgnualM 


i/l 








SEUL macis* used in 15 classes. 
Chicago Public SchoolB 






1/13 




SEDL macls. uaad as supplementary 




1 






Early Childhood 1, II, III 






: 1 




MO ANSWER 


5 


1 


1 


7 



Er|c 13 15 



Texans reported using the materials In all grades^ preschool through 
six* (One site reported using the materials kindergartan through sixth grade 
as a resource for migrant students) . The materials were generally used 
as prescribed for each grade level and used as an entire program. For 
eKamples Early Childhood materials were used in preschool settings. Bilingual 
Kindergarten was used In kindergarten^ and BOLaR in first, second, and thit:d 
grades* California also reported using materials in preschool through 
sixth grade* (One site reported ESL aides using SEDL Inglish materials 
in a program for kindergarten through grade 6) . Although most 
reported using the appropriate materials as an entire program at each grade 
level 5 a wider variety of materials was listed. Apparently in several eases 
selected materials are used consistently. AlsOj some reapondents are involved 
in the SEDL sponsored Follow Through program ^ which has had access to a wider 
range of materials than other organizations* Illinois reapondents reported 
using SEDL materials in preschool and kindergarten only and as entire programs 
at the appropriate level. 

For the sample as a wholes materials were generally used at the appropriate 
level and as entire programs. Materials were used predominantly at the lower 
grades, particularly kindergarten and the first grade. 
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8, General Coimants Regarding the Purchase of SEDL materials.. 

When given the opportunity to make further general comment regarding 
the purchase of SEDL materials ^ 33 (58%) had no reply* Of the 24 who 
did reply s 11 gdve general information about their purchasing proeess or 
current situation p 11 made spontaneous positive remarks about the materials 
(sometimes combined with constructive suggestions) i and two comments were 
critical. Verbatim transcriptions of these statements are attached. 

In May 1976, 165 identified purchasers of SEDL bilingual instructional 
materials from South Texas (Zip Codes 787") s California, and- Illinois 
were sent an eight-item survey designed to elicit Information regarding 
several aspects of the dissemination process* These aspects Included 
(1) Information Sources contacted I Initial, other, and most Influential 
(items 1-3); (2) the decision-making process i the respondent's role in 
making the decision to purchase the materials and the role of others In 
that dacision (items 4»5) ; (3) further avaHabillty to discuss the materials 
and their purchase (item 6) ; (4) current use of the materials (Item 7) ; 
and (5) general comients regarding the purchase (item 8), Fifty-seven 
replies were received which could be included in the analysis: 33 
from Texas, 15 from California, and nine from Illinois. 

Those Information Sourceo most used in each category (Initial, other, 
most Influential) involved personal conmunicatlon and use and /or demonstration 
of the materials rather than more formal, impersonal,, professional channels. 
The declsion-makini process was most often a group process; however, since 
the majority of the respondents were bilingual program coordinators or 
school principals, several reported that the decision to purchase the 
materials was solely theirs. Twenty-three replied they would be willing 
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to answer further questions about the purchase of the SlpL matecials 
Via a short telephone convetsatlon. All but five reported current use 
Of the materials. Three of those not currently using the materials had 
ordered them for the coming school year, one had ordered them as a 
saople, and one did not have the equipment to continue use of the program 
without making many substitutions. Those who were us^ug the materials were 
generally using complete programs at the appropriate grade levels. There 
Was a range of material uses, however, and many seemed to use selected 
portions only. The materials were primarily used at the klndergartea and 
first grade level, even though use was reported in preschool through slKth 
grade. General comments included 11 remarks about the purchasing . 
process or current situation, 11 positive statanents about the materials . 
(some of which Included constructive suggestions) , and two basically 
critical statements'. A copy of the survey form, its acccmpanying cover ^ter 
and verbatim transcriptions of the respondents' general , comment s jre attached, 
nnNCLUSIONS AND RECO >MENDATIONS 

X Adopters most often obtain Initial information about new Instructional 
' products fpom personal Information sources— prof esslonal colleagues, 
consultants, SEDL personnel, demonstrations and exhibits. Few 
respondents first learned of the products from impersonal sources- 
journal articles, brochures, catalogues. Word-of -mouth and product 
visibility are vital in creating initial product awareness among 
potential adopters. " . . 

2 Few purchasers based their adoption-decision on the single Initial . 
' product information source. Multiple information sources, generally 

external to the respondent's school, were consulted. Personal 
information sources and direct observation were most frequently 
mentioned, but almost one-fifth gained additional product information 
from documentary sources. Most adopters verify what they have learned 
about the products by checking other information sources prior to 
deciding to purchase. . • 

3 Observation of the products in use in demonstration settings and 
personal communication with SIDL personnel were reported as the most 
?Sluentlal factors in deciding to adopt materials. Providing means 
for product observation and direct contact with Lab staff members is 
very important in finalising the decision to purchase. 
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4. Decisions to adopt curriculum products are most often group decisions. 
Dlsseiaination efforts should be directed toward multiple audiences. 
Classroom teachers and school principals are moat frequently consulted. 
When a single individual made the adoption-decision, it was most often 
a billiigual program director. 
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Southwest Educational Development Laboratory 
211 East 7th Street, Austin, Texas 78701 - 512/476-6361 

May 7, 1976 



Undar a grant from the National Instituta of Education, the Southwest 
Educational pavalopment Laboratory (SlDL)j developers of bilingual 
(Spanish^English) instructional materials for preschool and early 
elementary pupils ^ is investigating the disaemination of infofmation 
about those produQts* These materials include the Bilingual Early 
Childhood Program^ the Bilingual Kindergarten Program , and tha 
Bilingual Oral Language and Reading Program, 

It has been determinad that users of SEDL bilingual curricultm products 
have obtained information regarding the availability and usefulness of the 
materials from a number of sources* The objective of this survey is to 
determine which information sources are most frequently used by educators 
to obtain knowledge about new Instructional products and processes* 

A select sample of persons , from schools and agencies which have pur-- 
chased S^L bilingual materials ^ are being requested to respond to the 
short questionnaire which is enclosed* The information which is obtained 
in this survey will be used to help select the most efficient ways to 
communicate information to educators about new Instructional products and 
practices. 

In addition, several questions have been appended to the questionnaire 
to gather some follow-up information about the extent to which your 
school or agency has used the materials* 

Your participation in this survey will be greatly appreciated. A 
postpaid return envelope is enclosed for your convenience. Please return 
the completed queationnaire by the end of May, Thank you for your 
assistance. 

Sincerely p 



John McGintyp Coordinator 
Evaluation and Research Division 
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*rm FOhLUWINc; list ok INFOIC^ATION sources to EKSPONn TO ITEMS 1, 2, AND 3l 



Iiif ormatlon SourCM 

^ profassional journal, nei/sletter, or other periodical 
B - educational product catalog or clearinghouse 
C = receipt of mailed brochure 
D - product exhibit at convention or conference 
E - product demonstration at workshop 
F - visit to school in which matarlals are used 
G - state or federal education agency personnel 
H " college or university class 
I - SEDL staff member 

J - consultant to your school or agency 
K - person affiliated with another school or agency 
' L - person within your school or agency 
M ^ other source of information (Please specify) 



By circling the letter corresponding to the inforination sources listed 
above ^ please Indicate how you first became aware of the bilingual 
instructional materials developed by SEDLg 

Circle one:ABCDEFGHIJKLM 



In the same manner, indicate other information sources by which you obtain 
information regarding SEDL bilinguai materials prior to the purchase of th 
materials by your school or agency* 

Circle all that are appropriata i ABCDEF CHIJKLM 



From among the information sources indicated in your response to items 1 
and 2 J what single information source was most Influential in the decision 
to purchase SEDL bilingual materials? 



Circle one: A BCDHPGllIJKL M 



By checking one of the stataments below, please indicate the degree of 
your Involvenient in the decision to purchase SEDL bilingual materials. 



Check ona: 



a* It was my decision to purchase the materials, 

b, I particlpatad In a group decision to purchase the materials, 

c* I providad a recommendation regarding the purchase, but the 
final decision was made by someone else, 

d* X did not participate in the decision to purchase the materials. 



If your response to item 4 was "a", please skip to item 6, If your 
response to item 4 was **b--| ^'c", or "d"^ please indicate below one or 
two other persons within your school district or agency who participated 
in the decision to purchase SEDL bilingual instructional materials. 



(Name) (Name) 



(Title) ^ (Title) 



(Address) ~ (Address) 



(Gity, State, Zip) ^ (City, State, Zip) 



If you would agree to provide additional assistance to this survey by 
responding to several other questions via a short telephone conversation, 
please Indicate how you may most conveniently be contacted: 

Telephones / / 

Area Code Telephone Nuraber Extension 
Bast tlmas to call: . _ , , , , , 
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7, Arr you currRntlv usln^ the purchaBed REHL material b In ciaRHroons? 

Yes _____ 

If your rasponse was *'yes'% please Indicate numher and grade level 
classroom using the material. 



Grade Level 



of Gla^srooms ^^aterial 



If your response vas **no'% please elaborate In the space provided for 
general comments * 

8, General coniments regarding the purchase of SEDL materials* 



GENERAL CObttENTS REG^IKCTHE PURCHASE OF SEDL MATERIALS 



Texas 



SEDL materials were purchased by the Bula ISD which ceased operations 
effective during the Summer of 1975 when the Bula ISD was annexed to 
the Three-Way ISD. 

•Bilingual Director, Bula School District, Bula 

The BOLaR and the Bilingual Kindergarten Program are state adopted by the 
district, thus purchasing was limited this school year. They are excellent 
toaterials, however, there Is a need for revision, especially In the English 
Reading. I do hope the LAB continues their endeavor in the area of 
biUnsual education and develops third,, fourth, and fifth grade materials. 

•Anna Maria Vega, Northside Independent School District, San Antonio 

We received outstanding consultant help and orientation for our new teachers 
for this year from Rick West. 

•Dee Carter, Instructional Coordinator, Carrlzo Springs School District 
Bilingual Program, Carrlzb Springs 

The utilization of SEDL materials In our classrooms has been very effective. 
Lessons are well arranged and involve activities which stimulate the young 
child's interest. 

Good major points about SEDL: 

1. Lessons are developed in the child's dominant language and 
gradually Introduce English to this. This enables the child to 
learn comfortably and in a positive environment, which Is what a 

child needs . j j £ / 1 

2. The materials are appropriate for the level reconmiended for 4 year ol. 

•Principal, Lassetir Elementary School, Palfurrras 

We have really been grateful to SEDL for the donated materials we have In 
our center. We do not use the units In the sequence you have hut we do use 
every one of them^ — thanks. 

•Consuelo Rooha, Wesley 4-C Day Care Center, San Antonio 

Mrs. Odllla C. Blum was the team leader last year, 1974-75. I Relieve this 
material was on the list we requested as a group and submitted by Mrs. Blum. 

1 do not know if this order was processed through the Principal's Office or 

through the Bilingual Department, SAISD. 

•Mrs. Klrby, Team Leader, Ben ErankUn Elementary School. San Antonio 

After four years of use we find that the teachers and students are very 
enthusiastic about the Bilingual Early Childhood materials In Pre-Klnder- 
garten. The K teachers feel that the Bilingual K materials has few 
sutpriaes" for the students that have been through the Pre-K materials. 
They feel that the students are ready to branch out Into other areas 
not covered In Bilingual K. They feel that Bilingual K is repetitious In 
Its review of areas covered in the Pre-K. 



•Crystal City School District, Crystal City 



Teachers like BOLaR system but there has been one complaint about it 
(which 1, as a director, feel is true of all proirama— not just BOLaR) . 
The complaint is that not enough exercises are provided for each skill. 
I have suggested that teachers cofflblne Roll CSpanish) and Rock (English) 
skill books to provide the lack of skill exercises. "Rock and Roll 
provide beautiful exercises. 

I am also in favor of teaching all the vowels first and adding the 
consonants as you go along as suggested In Metado Onomatopeyico— we find 
children read faster and more vocabulary this way. Teachers using this 
system also believe this. 

I also feel that the consultant services provided by Mr. Carlos Rodriguez 
and Suzana Rodriguez are very pertinent to school systems adopting the 
program. In fact, we are requesting Mr. Carlos Rodriguez for our workshop 
this Bunaner and again In the fall to work with classroom teachers. This 
service has been of great help to our system and I reconmend it to all 
school systems that have adopted BOLaR. 

1 as a Director, learned the program through reading every manual carefully 
and am totally aware of its scope and sequence, but I will say that some 
of our teachers have not read the manuals, because they claim there are 
too many manuals, and of course this system was new to our teachers. 

•Bilingual Director, Kingsville School District, Kingsvllle 
Materials received under state adoption, 

• •Bilingual Director, Eagle Pass School District, Eagle Pass 

Teachers and 1 are quite pleased with the materials | they appear to be 
carefully developed and complete. 

•Bilingual Director, Elgin 1SD» Elgin 

Teachers In our school district &tm delighted with the materials. 

•Bilingual Director, Lockhart School District, Lockhart 

CflliJornla, ! 

Since SEDL is our model sponsor we have had SEDL bilingual materials in 
our school from the beginning of the Follow Through Program, rte began with 
SmL LD&R materials, these materials are still being used. We have purchased 
BOLaR reading materials last year and will be purchasing others this year 
to replace and add to our inventory. The decision to purchase materials 
which are needed to replenish or add to our supply is made by the teachers 
in the program, the resource teacher, and the prlnelpal. 

•Principal, Hammel Street School, Los Angeles 
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Materials are only used as supplementary, but not as a program. 

eBillngual Director, Fillmore School District, Fillmore 

I did not agree with the purchase of the materials, but was only a 
consultant It the time and, therefore, had no "^f J^^is year 
our teachers have used the materials because we have them, but the 
majority rated them "poor" on the evaluation survey we just completed. 

We do not plan to purchase more SEDL materials. 

eBilingual Director, Hollister School District, Holllster 

We have found that the Spanish reading series does not provide enough 
follow-up activities, games or practice. 

Kindergarten teachers are having difficulty converting the Blliniual K 
program. They are used to the Sm reading program. 

•Principal, Belvedere Elementary School, Los Angeles 

The material (English portion) is being used by ESL aides in a pull-out 
program. It is used in grades K-6. 

•Bilingual Director, Ventura School District, Ventura 

Recent purchase-thus training is taking place for its usage (B/kit for K) 
In the fall* 

•Leroy Hamm, Project Manager, Bll. Blc. Pgm. , Title VII, South Whittier 
School District, Whittier 

It was purchased as a general information to see how we might develop a 
similar item for grades 4-8. 

•Bilingual Director, Rowland School District, La Puente 

I^lllnois 

I used the SEDL curriculum with the kindergarteners and it worked well-= 
steps easy to follow. Except-I didn't have the equipment t° ^o a lot 
of the activities asked £or-=substitutlons were done a lot. (Materials 
not now being used) • 

•Blilngual Director, Hoffman School District, East Molina 

Generally the lessons are very good. Some, I feel, are to simple, repeated 
too often. Some of the material requests are unrealistic. The pictures 
need to be up-dated and they would be more effective if colored. The use 
of the same materials for many lessons Is not good-material can be lost or 
misplaced. I would be happy to answer any questions and to make some 
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constructive suggestlonsi otherwise your program is great, 

©Corina Rios Jackson, Bilingual Program, Barbour School, Rockford 

The SmL materials are being used in 15 classrooms In the Chicago Public 
Schools « 

©Bilingual Director, Chicago Board of Education, Chicago 

I believe that these materials are very good, but perhaps could be modified 
in these areas—less repeated lessons; update some of the pictures and make 
them more colorful. 

©Mrs. Victoria C, Mayer, Bilingual Coordinator * Rockford Board of 
Educationi Rockford 

Good organized plans* 

©Bilingual Director, East Moline Board of Education^ East Molina 

The teacher who was given a workshop on the materials is no longer in the 
District* The new teacher uses the materials less. 

©Bilingual Director, Maywopd Board of Education, Maywood 
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